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These remarks are made in response to the Office Action of March 11. 2004 (Office 
Action). As this response is timely filed within the 3-month shortened statutory period, no fee * 

believed due. . ,. TTCr * 

to paragraphs 4-5 of the Office Acta, claims 1-11 have been rejeoed under 35 U.S.C. § 

Ae F ese„. invention can be performed widtin an informal processing system ,o classrfy dam 
JL Operation of the me««d recited in claims 1-U results in an updated dectston network. 
A* such me Applicants believe claims 1-U 10 be directed to statutory subject matter, 
particularly a method of twting a decision network. Tbe method is performed within m 
tafotmatioo processin 8 system and produces me tangible tesuh of an updated decision network 
tnat is useful for classifying dam items. Accordingly, withdrawal of the 35 U.S.C. , 101 
rejection regarding claims 1-1 lis respectfully requested. 

In paragraphs £-7, claims 1-11 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112. Appbcants 
respectfully mauest the withdrawal of this rejection in Ugh, of the amendments made tosponstvc 

to the 35 U.S.C. § 101 rejection. 

to pamgrapta g-9, claims 1-29 have been rejecmd under 35 U.S.C. § 102(0) as being 

Stefania Ocntili (Genrili). to response. Applicant, have enclosed affidavits under 37 C.F.R. 5 
X ,31 supporting the removal of Gentili as a reference. The affidavits are accompamed by a 
copy of Z Appficaota Confidential Invennon Disclosure No. BOC8-2000-0029 entiled "A Fas, 
Way of Tuning Decision Tree Models". The confidential invention disclosure and affidavtts 
demonsuate proof of conception for the claimed subject matmr of the Applicants' invennon at 
leaat as early as April 13, 2000. which predates the effective date of Gennh. 

ApP Ucants tamer exercised due diligence torn prior to the effective dam of GennU untd 
January 22. 2002, the fiUtig date of the instant application, to support, the Applicants anbmn 
hell documemation evide^ing due dfUgcnce from prior to the effective date of Gamut 
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April 13, 2000; folding the Confidential 

♦ Utter from international Business Macbmes, Corp. 

. — : ess.— — 

. cover sheet *o» Counsel M • « I- " - - 

. SSL'S-*— °— * 

As noted in the Applied a«dav«s. *" *f" _ , ^ 

■ Annt 13 1000 Confidential Invennon Disclosures typically 11,10 
least as early as Apnl 13, -UUU ^ m will be pursued for any given 

attached docketine sheer for March 22, 2001, has * J00) ^ 

preview. The remain* , *» *~ ^ " shee, dentonstrate 
September 4. 2001, provide similar indicanons. us any case, rha 
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continued progress toward preparation of the patent application which lead to multiple drafts 
being circulated on April 4, 2001; May 4, 2001; August 16, 2001; and October 15, 2001. The 
appUcation was ultimately filed on January 22, 2002. 

** The Applicants believe mat the above explanation and enclosed supporting 
documentation proves that Applicants exercised due diligence from prior to the effective date of 
Gentili and that such due diligence continued from that time through the filing of the tnstani 
patent application. The time periods described above as well as the progress toward filing the 
instant patent application both are common with respect to this an and demonstrate the due 
diligence exercised. 

Notwithstanding, the Applicants note several distinctions between the present mvenuon 
and Gentili. In particular, Gentili identifies leaves of a neural tree that misclassify data. In 
contrast, the present invention identifies deviations within the interior of the decision network 

and substitutes queries therein. 

Further, Gentili deals with neural trees while the instant appUcation is directed to decision 
networks The two, however, are distinct from one another. Significantly, neural trees apply all 
(multiple) features at each node to make a decision whereas decision networks use a single 
feature to make a selection (decision) at a node. As such, the instant invention identifies nodes 
within the decision network where a suboptimal feature was used. That feature is replaced with 
a different feature in an attempt to construct an improved decision network. 

Additionally, Gentili relies on wrongness to determine whether a tree should be grown, 
whereas the present invention relies upon this criteria to measure the improvement given by the 
updated decision network. Finally, the Applicants note that Gentili obtains a new tree as a result 
of applying new training data, not by using a different feature to make a decision at a node 
within the decision network as is the case with the present invention. 

In light of both the submitted documentation and above discussion, withdrawal of the 35 
USC § 102(a) rejection with respect to claims 1-29 is respectfully requested. 

The AppUcants believe that this appUcation is now in full condition for allowance, which 
actionisrespectfiulyrequested. The AppUcants request that the Examiner caU the undersigned* 



10 



0NPl86mi> 

PACE 11f31 * RCVD AT 6/30/2004 3:51:36 PM (Eastern Daylight rime] » SVR:USPT0-EFXRF-1/4 * DNIS:8729306 « CS1D:5616596313* DURATION 0nm-ss):0W)8 



$616596313 



T-126 P 12/31 F- 



JUN-30-04 15:51 FROM-AKERMAN SENTERF1TT 

Ami No, 10/054,051 

RcoW W Office actum of Mar. 3 »»*° 
&V 6009-2000^039 080) 

„ , „ anv matter within this Amendment, or if the Examiner believes a 
Respectfully submitted, 



Date;_3^ 
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Kevin T. Cuenot, RegistranonNo 46,283 

Brian K Bucbheit, Registration No. 52,60/ 

AKERMAN SENTERFITT 

Post Office Box 3188 
WestPalm Beach, FL 33402-3188 

Telephone: (561)653-5000 
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